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SUPREME COURT MINUTES
WEDNESDAY, MAY 31, 2000
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA

The Supreme Court of Californiareconvened in the courtroom of the Earl

Warren Building, 350 McAllister Street, Fourth Floor, San Francisco, California,

on May 31, 2000, at 9:00 am.

Present: Chief Justice Ronald M. George, presiding, and Associate Justices

Mosk, Kennard, Baxter, Werdegar, Chin, and Brown.

Officers present: Frederick K. Ohlrich, Clerk; and Harry Kinney, Supreme

Court Marshal.

S069306

S081910

The People, Appellant

V.
Ricardo Aguirre Robles, Respondent

Cause called. Paula Montez, Deputy Los Angeles Public
Defender, argued for Respondent.

Natasha S. Cooper, Deputy Los Angeles District Attorney,
argued for Appellant.

Ms. Montez replied.

Cause submitted.

Jonathan Vos Post, Respondent

V.
Palo/Haklar & Associates et a., Appellants

Cause called. Lloyd C. Ownbey, Jr. opened argument for
Respondent.

Cynthia Rice, appearing for Amicus Curiae Jose Flores et dl.,
continued argument for Respondent.

DennisW. Rihn argued for Appellants.

Mr. Ownbey replied.

Cause submitted.



SAN FRANCISCO May 31, 2000

S012568

S082111

S072243

The People, Respondent

V.
Philip Louis Lucero, Appellant

Cause called. Peter Dodd argued for Appellant.

Vincent L. Rabago, Deputy Attorney General, argued for
Respondent.

Mr. Dodd replied.

Cause submitted.

Court recessed until 1:30 p.m. this date.

Court reconvened pursuant to recess.
Members of the Court and Officers present as first shown.

Ronnie Barnes, Petitioner
V.
Workers Compensation Appeals Board et al., Respondents
Cause called. Joseph Capurro argued for Petitioner.
Don E. Clark argued for Respondents State Compensation
Insurance Fund and Employment Development Department.
Mr. Capurro replied.
Cause submitted.

The People, Respondent
V.
Antonio Marcos Robles, Appellant

Cause called. Larissa Karpovics Hendren, Deputy Attorney

General, argued for Respondent.
Stephen Gilbert argued for Appellant.
Ms. Hendren replied.

Cause submitted.
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S013188

S053888

S069596

4th Dist.
G027210
Div. 3

S088459

The People, Respondent

V.
Hector Juan Ayala, Appellant

Cause called. Anthony J. Dain continued argument for
Appellant.

Gisela Caldwell opened argument for Appellant.

Keith I. Motley, Supervising Deputy Attorney General, argued
for Respondent.

Mr. Dain replied.

Cause submitted.

Court adjourned.

Alacogue Colette Kelly, Appellant

V.
Methodist Hospital of Southern California et al., Respondents

The time for granting or denying arehearing in the above causeis
hereby extended to and including August 23, 2000, or the date upon
which arehearing is either granted or denied, whichever occurs first.

Linda Hamilton, Respondent

V.
Asbestos Corporation Ltd., Appellant

The time for granting or denying arehearing in the above cause is
hereby extended to and including August 30, 2000, or the date upon
which arehearing is either granted or denied, whichever occurs first.

Carlos Deltoro, Petitioner
V.
Orange County Superior Court, Respondent
People, Real Party in Interest
Application for stay and petition for review DENIED.
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5th Dist.
F031843
F034705
S087169

S034473

S042323

S047056

S047867

In re Robert Harold Parker on Habeas Corpus

People, Respondent

V.
Robert Harold Parker, Appellant

The time for granting or denying review in the above cause is
hereby extended to and including June 29, 2000, or the date upon
which review is either granted or denied. This order is entered nunc
pro tunc as of May 30, 2000, dueto clerical error.

People, Respondent

V.
Christian Antonio Monterroso, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including August 7, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Shaun Kareem Burney, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including August 4, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Ignacio Arriola Tafoya, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file appellant’ s opening brief is
extended to and including July 31, 2000.

People, Respondent

V.
Lester Wayne Virgil, Appellant

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the appellant is granted to and including July 24, 2000,
to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel for appellant
Is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in writing as
soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an extension of
time has been completed.

No further extensions of time are contemplated.
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S049596

S076118

S078271

S080638

People, Respondent

V.
Stanley Bryant, Donald Franklin Smith and
Leroy Wheeler, Appellants

On application of appellant Stanley Bryant and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the appellant is granted to and including
July 31, 2000, to request correction of the record on appeal. Counsel
for appellant is ordered to notify the Clerk of the Supreme Court in
writing as soon as the act as to which the Court has granted an
extension of time has been completed.

In re Carlos Jaime Avena

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including July 31, 2000.

Peter Vu, Appellant

V.
Prudential Property and Casualty Company, Appellant

On application of amicus curiae Personal Insurance Federation of
California and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the time to
serve and file an amicus curiae brief in support of Prudential
Property and Casualty Insurance Company herein is extended to and
including June 26, 2000.

In re Dennis Duane Webb

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including June 26, 2000.
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S080670

S082167

S084057

S084903

S085088

Roger Galland et al., Respondents

V.
City of Cloviset al., Appellants

On application of appellants City of Clovis et al. and good cause
appearing, it is ordered that the time to serve and file an answer to
the amicus curiae brief filed on behalf of action is extended to and
including June 5, 2000.

In re Joshua Richter

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of petitioner and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file areply to the informal
response is extended to and including June 24, 2000.

Certain Underwriters at Lloyd’' s of London et al., Petitioners

V.
Los Angeles County Superior Court, Respondent
Powerline Oil Company et al., Real Partiesin Interest

On application of both parties and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file any answers to amicus curiae
briefsfiled is extended to and including July 7, 2000.

Inre Mark Alan Bradford

on
Habeas Corpus

On application of respondent and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file respondent’ s informal
response to the petition for writ of habeas corpus is extended to and
including July 31, 2000.

Friends of SierraMadre et a., Appellants

V.
City of SierraMadre et al., Appellants

On application of appellants (City of SierraMadre and Sierra
Madre City Council) and good cause appearing, it is ordered that the
time to serve and file the reply brief on the merits and the response
to the motion to augment the administrative record is extended to
and including June 27, 2000.
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S086153

S079760

People, Appellant

V.
Dominic Slayton, Respondent

On application of appellant and good cause appearing, it is
ordered that the time to serve and file the opening brief on the merits
Is extended to and including June 12, 2000.

In re the Marriage of Bonds

Susanan Margreth Bonds, A ppellant

V.
Barry Lamar Bonds, Respondent

The request filed October 4, 1999, that this court take judicial
notice of certain materials relating to the legidlative history of Family
Code sections 1612 to 1615 is granted.



